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Meeting Summary

June 26, 1996

The.BDAC Ecosystem Restoration Work Group held its third meeting on June 26,
1996 at the Resources Building in Sacramento. BDAC members of the Work Group in
attendance were Mary Selkirk (Chair), Bob Raab, Pat McCarty, and Lee Lehman. Invited
participants included Pete Rhoads (MWD),. Cindy Darling (BR), Pete Chadwick (DFG),
Chuck Hanson (State Water Contractors), Tom Zuckerman, Jeff Jaraczeski (NCWA),
Frank Wernette (DFG), Sally Shanks, Ga~...B?bker (Bay Institute), Karen Levy (EDF),
Bruce Herbold (EPA), and Kate Hansel (DWR). Fourteen individuals representing the
general public and stakeholders also attended.,. CALFED staff present included Dick-
Daniel, Rick Soehren, and Sharon Gross.

Mary Selkirk introduced the meeting and described its purpose of seeking
questions and policy on the following:

¯ the revised draft Ecosystem Strategy,
¯ an approach to setting goals and targets, and
¯ an adaptive management approach.

Comments on the revised strategy focused on what should be included as
Components of the ecosystem restoration strategT¢. Some suggested that the value of
agriculture to the ecosystem (especially in the Delta) should be recognized. Others
disagreed that agriculture should be part of the ecosystem restoration strategy and that it
should remain covered under other aspects, of the CALFED Program. Concern was
expressed that converting thousands of acres of Delta agricultural land to tidal marsh or
shallow water fish habitat would not provide much benefit, but would have redirected
impacts to agriculture and wildlife habitat. Concern was also expressed for redirected
impacts of converting non-tidal wetlands to tidal wetlands. Another suggestion was that
we allow present primarily market driven forces to continue in the Delta with marginal
agricultural lands being gradually converted to wildlife habitat and valuable agricultural
lands being gradually protected with improved levees. Changing agricultural land use
from annual crops to vineyards was considered by some a threat to restoration efforts in
the Delta, because of the long-term commitment and investment of vineyards and because
expanding vineyards would drive up the value of "shallow" leveed lands with mineral
soils along the margins of the Delta. Such lands presently have the highest potential for
"restoration."

The second topic discussed was the approach to establishing goals and objectives
for the ecosystem restoration program. Dick Daniel presented an overview of the paper
prepared by himself, Gary Bobker, and Bruce Herbold on the subject. Each contributed
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one perspective or approach. Gary discussed an approach involving setting targets based
on historical predisturbance conditions. Dick suggested using historical reference periods
when resources were in good condition to set targets. Bruce described setting more
general goals that could be refined through adaptive management. Everyone agreed that
we have to setgoals that the public can support. Concern was expressed about setting
population levels as goals for the program. Some thought the goals should be to restore
features, such as habitat, that would eventually lead to population improvement, and that
population numbers were simply indicators of performance toward meeting our goals.
Others felt population numbers were important targets for the program if it is to be
successful. Everyone agreed that the goals/.t.az.gets should be attainable, and that goals
should be set by the group, but specific actions to accomplish the prescribed targets and
goals should be defined by a more technical’subgroup. Everyone agreed to continue
discussion of the approach to setting goals andtargets at the next meeting.

Dick Daniel ope.ned a discussion on adaptive management strategies by asking
such questions as how is the strategy to be implemented, what are important adaptive
performance criteria, and what does the adaptive management program need to
accomplish. He described an adaptive management program as an oversight process, that
coordinates and adjusts a program’s actions based on research and monitoring based
results. Concerns were expressed as to whether individual agencies could conduct such a
program without overall guidance from CALFED and some control over the regulatory
arms of CALFED. Funding was also a concern given the uncertainties involved in an
adaptive management approach. The CALFED OPS Group was described as already
performing adaptive management: agency annual budgeting and Habitat Conservation
Plans are other examples of adaptive management. Key issues identified were the ability
to detect need for change and to make changes.

Public comment on the discussions focused on the need for "real" targets and a
management program that could successfully design and implement a restoration
program. Suggestions included focusing on limiting factors, and setting goals for species
and their habitats, and ecosystem structure and functions. Concern was expressed that
CALFED has not focused on the problems and limiting factors that cause the problems.
A suggestion was made to focus attention first on the upper watersheds and gradually
shift attention to the Delta. Concern was expressed that focusing on ecosystem
restoration actions would take attention away from the primary concerns of storage and
conveyance options.

Mary Selkirk ended the meetNg with a reminder that the next meeting would be
on July 24th.
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